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I j u s t  f i n i s h e d  your f i n e  p i e c e  i n  Ann. Rev. Genet. on b a c t e r i a l  
recombination. I t  g i v e s  m e  a l a r g e  number of i n t e r e s t i n g  l e a d s  t o  fo l low.  
Many thanks .  There are t h r e e  smal l  m a t t e r s  t h a t  s t i m u l a t e d  immediate 
r e a c t i o n s .  ( I  haven ' t  t i m e  f o r  more a t  t h e  moment; I ' m  l e a v i n g  f o r  a 
week tomorrow. ) 

1. R e  Boiv in ' s  l o s s  of r e p l i c a b i l i t y  of t r ans fo rma t ion  i n  E .  c o l i .  
Slonimski was a m e m b e r  of a c l a s s  of some 6 - 8 g rad  s tudent /pos t -docs  
who took a course  on DNA techniques  wi th  Boivin.  Even t h e  incompetent 
w e r e  a b l e  t o  get 
t r ans fo rma t ion .  The system was l o s t  s h o r t l y  a f t e r .  Boivin e i t h e r  was 
moving t o  o r  had j u s t  moved t o  S t rasbourg .  Slonimski 's  s p e c u l a t i o n  i s  
t h a t  it was no t  a s t r a i n  problem, but  a water  problem -- t o o  much o r  
t o o  l i t t l e  calcium i n  t h e  water  i n  t h e  new l o c a t i o n ,  o r  some such.  The 
s t a b l e  r e p l i c a b i l i t y  had l a s t e d  some 3 - 4 yea r s  be fo re  t h e  system was 
l o s t .  A l l  t h i s  should be  rechecked; I ' m  r e p o r t i n g  from memory S ' s  
comments a f t e r  a t a l k  t h a t  I gave. (My s e c r e t a r y  w i l l  send ou t  a huge 
r a f t  of my s t u f f  t o  you Monday; t h a t  t a l k  should be  inc luded .  It 's c a l l e d  
"Disc ip l ina ry  S p e c i a l i z a t i o n  and t h e  American 'Dis -so lu t ion '  of t h e  
Impasse Between Heredi ty  and Development" o r  some such.  ( I t ' s  one of 
t h r e e  v a r i a n t  v e r s i o n s  of a t a l k  on t h e  theme of t h e  c o n f l i c t s  between 
embryologis ts  and g e n e t i c i s t s  over  t h e  fundamental i ty  of Mendelian 
i n h e r i t a n c e . )  P l e a s e  throw ou t  t h e  t h i n g s  t h a t  look l i k e  t h e y  won't 
i n t e r e s t  you; t h e  package i s  i n o r d i n a n t l y  l a r g e .  I t  DOES i nc lude  an 
o l d  f l y e r  on t h e  Oxford series -- a d i r e c t i o n  i n  which I hope you w i l l  
t a k e  your even tua l  book.) 

2 .  I ' m  very  cu r ious  about your reading  i n  t h a t  summer of 1 9 4 7  a t  
Woods Hole. Do you have n o t e s  from t h a t  summer? Can you r e c a l l  t h e  
conf igu ra t ion  t h a t  t h e  h i s t o r y  of microbio l .  took on f o r  you on t h e  b a s i s  
of t h a t  reading?  What p l a c e  did you t h i n k  t h a t  g e n e t i c s  would have i n  
microbiology a t  t h a t  t ime? Can you r e c o n s t r u c t  what you read -- o r  t h e  
c e n t r a l  documents t h a t  s tuck  ou t  a t  t h e  t ime? For someone pursu ing  t h e  
h i s t o r y ,  i t  would be of g r e a t  va lue  t o  know which documents seemed impor- 
t a n t  o r  on a sound t r a c k  and which seemed s i l l y  and o l d  fash ioned  o r  
marred by of f - the-wal l  s p e c u l a t i o n s  a s  of t h a t  p a r t i c u l a r  moment. 

3 .  I t  is no t  my focus,  bu t  t h e  t h i n g s  you say  on p .  39 r ega rd ing  
' a l l u s i o n s  about  c h a r a c t e r  and race '  c l e a r l y  deserve  f u r t h e r  p u r s u i t .  
For in s t ance ,  was t h e  Rocke fe l l e r  Foundation ready t o  f a c e  down t h o s e  
i n s t i t u t i o n s  t h a t  d i s c r i m i n a t e d  o r  did it, too ,  s h a r e  some of t h e  same 
b i a s e s ?  How i s  it t h a t  such midwestern enc laves  a s  Wisconsin, I l l i n o i s ,  
and Indiana  came, a t  t h a t  t i m e ,  t o  break down some of t h e  b a r r i e r s  with 
r e l a t i v e  e a s e  -- o r  i s  t h a t  a c o r r e c t  d e s c r i p t i o n ?  How did Wisconsin 
a r r i v e  a t  t h e  i d e a  of a mic rob ia l  g e n e t i c i s t ?  Who i n  t h a t  r e l a t i v e l y  
conse rva t ive  seeming crowd (from t h i s  d i s t a n c e ,  wi th  no direct  knowledge 
of t h e  people  and cons ide rab le  ignorance of who a c t u a l l y  was t h e r e )  would 
have st,eered t h i n g s  i n  such a d i r e c t i o n ?  Is Ray Owen's review a v a i l a b l e ?  
of any value? Is a l l  of t h i s  a good marker of a 
conceptua l  o r  s o c i o l o g i c a l  s h i f t ,  marking t h e  new e n t r y  of a postwar 
gene ra t ion  i n t o  t h e  b i o l o g i c a l  mainstream r a t h e r  more qu ick ly  than  I 
would, a p r i o r i ,  have expected? Most e s p e c i a l l y ,  f o r  my own purposes ,  
does it mark a change i n  t h i n k i n g  about t h e  con ten t  o r  c h a r a c t e r  of 
g e n e t i c s  o r  a s h i f t  i n  t h e  con ten t  of g e n e t i c  theory?  There's  a l o t  
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t o  be teased ou t  h e r e  I t h i n k .  

and f i n d  t h e s e  q u e s t i o n s  i n t e r e s t i n g ,  I 'd love  t o  have your response.  
B u t  don ' t  waste t i m e  on t h i s  s t u f f  i f  (as I expec t )  you ' re  t o o  busy. 
I w i l l  no t  be o n l i n e  f o r  a week in any c a s e .  

Thanks f o r  l e t t i n g  m e  t r y  t o  p ique  your i n t e r e s t .  I f  you have t i m e  


